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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments/Amendment 
1. Applicant's arguments/amendments received on April 23, 2007 have been carefully 

considered but they are not persuasive because the teaching of all the cited reference reads on 
all the rejected and amended claims as set forth in the pervious rejection. Therefore, the 
finality of this Office Action is deemed proper. 

Contrary to the assertions at pages 5 - 9 of the Arguments, claim 1 is not patentable. 
During examination, the USPTO must give claims their broadest reasonable 
interpretation. 

Re claim 1: Applicant argues that the combination of teaching of Henderson (US 
Patent number 6,327,363) and Stevens (US 6,404,880) do not teach the claimed invention 
"the communication system is adapted to accept an incoming call fi-om a calling party 
placed using a predetermined dialed number shorter than seven digits". However, The 
Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's assertion that the combination of 
teaching of Henderson and Stevens do not teach the claimed invention. Contrary to 
Applicant's assertion, the Examiner is of the opinion that Henderson teaches the 
communication system is adapted to perform controlling an incoming call from a calling 
station (caller) that can call using a predetermined dialed number, a special access 
number (could be used to call speed dial number or pin number such that #66 or #1 1 
(shorter than seven digits)), the predetermined access number should be different from 
the normal number (seven digits), could be short (*69 for call to accessing the network) 
or long (may be toll free 1-800-numbers), also it is inventor's choice to make shorter 
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number or longer number (see column 6, lines 40 - column 7, lines 10, Fig. 3, 4 and 
column 8, lines 35 - 44), regarding the claimed limitation. Furthermore, Stevens 
supportly teaches the wireless system including mobile switching center, service control 
point (SCP), Intelligent Peripheral, a wireless device are conraiunicating each other with 
IVR messages for prepaid service (see Fig. 1 and column 6, lines 10 - column 7, lines 
65). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the Henderson system as taught by Stevens. The 
motivation does so would be to achieve an efficient mobility and reliability 
communication for prepaid customers in wireless communication system. 

Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection below for the reasons as to why 
this limitation is not patentable. 

Double Patenting 

2. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 

doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness- 
type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not 
identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct from the 
reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated by, or 
would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 
1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 
2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re LongU 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re 
Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 
USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 
1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 
1 .321(d) may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a 
nonstatutory double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either 
is shown to be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a 
result of activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 
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Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 

3. Claims 1 and 5-13 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double patenting 

over claims 1 - 20 of U. S. Patent No. 7,088,987 since the claims, if allowed, would 
improperly extend the "right to exclude" already granted in the patent. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the 
patent and is covered by the patent since the patent and the application are claiming 
common subject matter, as follows: present application is obvious in view of the claims 1 
- 20 of the U.S. Patent No. 7,088,987. Specifically, The claims of U.S. Patent 
(7,088,087) are the same limitation/function of the invention as claimed of present 
application. More specifically, the independent claim 1 of the present application is the 
same principle invention as claims 1 and 7 of the U.S. Patent (7,088,987) plus additional 
elements. 

Also, the dependents claims of the present application are the same principle 
invention as the claims of the U.S. Patent (7,088,987). 

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant was prevented fi-om 
presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant application during prosecution of 
the application which matured into a patent. See In re Schneller^ 397 F.2d 350, 158 
USPQ 210 (CCPA 1968). See also MPEP § 804. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, 
if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 and 5 - 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Henderson (US Patent number 6,327,363) in view of Stevens (US 6,404,880). 

Regarding claim 1, Henderson discloses that a communication system providing 
interactive voice response for services (column 2, lines 45 - colunm 3, lines 61 and Fig. 
2). Henderson teaches that a switching system (302 in Fig. 3), adapted to communicate 
with at least one device (300 in Fig. 3), capable of establishing a control channel and a 
voice channel with the device (Fig, 2, 3 and column 5, lines 25 -- column 6, lines 60 
where teaches communication system, switching system, communicates with voice, data 
and control data via communication device). Henderson teaches that a Service Control 
Point (SCP) (400 in Fig. 4) in commimication with the switching system (302 in Fig. 3) 
(Fig. 4 teaches SSCP communicates with the switching system by 307 and see colunm 7, 
lines 42 - column 8, Hnes 7), the SCP including an Interactive Voice Response (IVR) 
application (408 in Fig. 4) for prepaid customers, and capable of retrieving customer 
information (column 7, lines 42 - column 8, lines 64 and Fig. 4, where teaches SCP 
including Voice Response (IVR) application for prepaid customers to provide customer 
information). Henderson teaches that an Intelligent Peripheral (402 in Fig. 4) in 
communication with the SCP (400 in Fig. 4) and the switching system (302 in Fig. 3), the 
Intelligent Peripheral (402 in Fig. 4) including IVR messages and adapted to send those 
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messages through a voice chamiel (speech signal) to the switching system (column 7, 
lines 42 - column 8, lines 64 and Fig. 4, where teaches Intelligent Peripheral 
communicates with SCP and the switching system, having IVR messages are driven by 
IVR applications that execute on SCP and receives the message through speech signal to 
the switching system). Henderson teaches that wherein the switching system (302 in Fig. 

3) communicates with the SCP (400 in Fig. 4) and wherein the SCP communicates with 
the Intelligent Peripheral (402 in Fig. 4) (column 7, lines 42 - column 8, lines 64 and Fig. 

4) . ). Henderson also teaches that the communication system is adapted to accept an 
incoming call from a calling party (calling station) placed using a predetermined dialed 
number shorter than seven digits (could be used to call speed dial number or pin number 
such that #66 or #1 1) (column 6, lines 40 - column 7, lines 10, Fig. 3, 4 and column 8, 
lines 35-44, where teaches the communication system adapted to perform that a 
customer call is typically initiated when a caller dials a special access number 
(predetermined access number, it could be different from the normal number, could be 
short or long, it is inventor's choice)). 

Henderson does not specifically disclose the limitation "a wireless system 
providing mobile switching center and wireless device for communicating with each 
other over the air". However, Stevens teaches the limitation "a wireless system providing 
mobile switching center and wireless device for communicating with each other over the 
air" (Fig. 1 and column 6, lines 10 - column 7, lines 65, where teaches a wireless system 
including mobile switching center, service control point (SCP), Intelligent Peripheral, a 
wireless device are communicating each other with IVR messages for prepaid service). It 
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would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the Henderson system as taught by Stevens. The motivation does so 
would be to achieve an efficient mobility and reliability communication for prepaid 
customers in wireless communication system. 

Regarding claim 5, Henderson teaches that the predetermined dialed number is a 
three digit code (could be used speed dial number) (column 5, lines 52 - column 6, lines 
26 and Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 6, Henderson teaches that the predetermined dialed number is 
xl 1 , where x is an integer (column 5, lines 52 - colunrn 6, lines 26 and Fig. 2, where 
teaches predetermined dialed number used to be operating prepaid services and carriers 

for example "*69" or "*1 1"). 

Regarding claim 7, Henderson and Stevens teach all the limitation as discussed in 
claim 1 . Furthermore, Henderson further teaches that the SCP communicates with the 
switching system using Intelligent Network Transactional Capabilities Application Part 
messaging (column 6, lines 40 - column 7, lines 60 and Fig. 3, 4, where teaches 
supporting TCP/IP and Transactional Capabilities Application Part messaging, to ISN for 
accessing operator assistance services, network data, and other intelligent services). 

Regarding claims 8, 10, and 11, Henderson and Stevens teach all the limitation as 
discussed in claim 1. Furthermore, Henderson further teaches that SCP communicates 
with switching system using TCP/IP, and with the Intelligent Peripheral using TCP/IP 
and Intelligent Network Transactional Capabilities Application Part messaging (colunrn 
6, lines 40 - column 7, lines 60 and Fig. 3, 4, where teaches SCP communicates with 
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switching system and the IntelUgent Peripheral, and switching system communicates 
using TCP/IP, and Intelligent Peripheral communicates using TCP/IP and Transactional 
Capabilities Application Part messaging). 

Regarding claim 9, Henderson and Stevens teach all the limitation as discussed in 
claim 1 . Furthermore, Henderson further teaches that the SCP communicates with the 
intelligent Peripheral using Intelligent Network Transactional Capabilities Application 
Part messaging (column 10, lines 6 - column 11, lines 56 and Fig. 5, 7, where teaches 
SCP communicates with Intelligent Peripheral that response the voice messages using 
ISN application processor (INAP) through the communication line to the switching 
system). 

Regarding claim 12, Henderson teaches that the SCP communicates with an 
intelligent Peripheral using Intelligent Network Transactional Capabilities Application 
Part messaging (column 10, lines 6 - column 11, lines 56 and Fig. 5, 7, where teaches 
SCP communicates with Intelligent Peripheral that response the voice messages using 
ISN application processor (INAP) through the communication line to the switching 
system). 

Regarding claim 13, Henderson and Stevens teach all the limitation as discussed 
in claim I. Furthermore, Henderson further teaches that the SCP communicates with an 
intelligent Peripheral, and wherein the Intelligent Peripheral plays voice messages 
through a voice path to the switching system (column 10, lines 6 - column 11, lines 56 
and Fig. 5, 7, where teaches SCP communicates with Intelligent Peripheral that response 
the voice messages through the communication line to the switching system). 
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6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 

this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR LI 36(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS fi-om the date of this final action. 

Conclusion 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Or P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria VA 22313 

or faxed (571) 273-8300, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
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Or: (703) 308-6606 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"). 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to USPTO Headquarters, 
Alexandria, VA. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John J. Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272-7880. 
He can normally be reached Monday-Thursday and altemate Fridays from 8:30am-5:00 
pm. If attempts to reach the examiner are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Edward Urban, can be reached on (571) 272-7899. Any inquiry of a general nature or 
relating to the status of this application should be directed to the Group receptionist 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-4700. 



J.L 

July 6, 2007 



John J Lee 

^^Z^ro*^ 



EDWARD F. URBAN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



